This article examines a recent Court of Appeal judgment upholding the government's prohibition of a Catholic publication from using the word 'Allah' against the backdrop of Malaysia's public discourse on Islam and its role in 
Threat to Public Order: No Material Evidence
The High Court also reviewed and rejected the government's justification that allowing the Catholic Herald to use the word 'Allah' would cause confusion and threaten public order and national security. Under article 11(5), the constitutionally protected right to religious freedom is subject to general laws relating to public order, public health or morality. In other words, religious freedom could be restricted if a religious practice violates public order. However, the High Court held that there was no material evidence this was the case. essential and integral to the religion, 18 and it is the court that assesses the sufficiency of evidence to determine the existence of a religious practice, as well as its essentialness to the religion. This rejects the subjective approach, or what it calls the "assertion test", which protects the right of religious groups to assert and judge for themselves the practices that are part of the religion. In support of this conclusion, Justice Mohamed Apandi reasoned that the word 'Allah' does not appear in the Hebrew scriptures or in the Greek New Testament, and that to insist otherwise is "to refuse to acknowledge the essential differences between religions", which "will be an affront to the uniqueness of world religions." 19 There was therefore "no reason why the respondent is so adamant to use the name 'Allah' in their weekly publication. 
A. Islam as an Indispensable Marker of Ethnic Identity

B. Superordination? Islam as the Religion of the Federation
The This is not merely a symbolic primacy, but one that imposes state obligations.
The High Court thus asserted that its reading of article 3(1) requires the government to maintain, encourage, and spread Islamic faith and practices. 36 For the High Court, it is a necessary and required consequence that the rights of other religious groups would have to be subordinated to Islam and the rights of its adherents. It explains that a consequence of its reading of article 3(1) is also for the government to ensure that religious places of worship for other religions "do not surpass or compare with National/State Mosques in terms of location and prominence, size and architecture". 37 It also means that the government has to ensure that "there be too many such religious places located everywhere without control." 38 Thus:
Other religions must be arranged and directed to ensure that they are practiced peacefully and do not threaten the dominant position of Islam, not just presently but more importantly in the future and beyond. 39 The High Court's decision was overturned on appeal. and multireligious" state. 43 The Court further lauded Malaysia's success in ensuring "unity, peace, and prosperity" despite such a difficult social context. 44 Thus, the Federal Court held that the Ministry of Education's school uniform regulations were justifiable on the basis that creating a common educational system that permits diversity without promoting extremism and polarization was a sufficiently important state interest.
The two higher courts' decision may be criticized for not giving protection to the religious freedom of the schoolboys, and favoring instead state interests.
However, the fact that the school regulations did not entirely prohibit the wearing of all religious headgears but permitted some indicates the state's accommodative stance towards religious dress. The government's refusal to 40 shows instead that the latter is meant to qualify the preceding part.
Fatimah binti Siti v Meor Atiqularahman
III. RIVAL NATIONS: THE MALAY-MUSLIM NATION VERSUS THE MULTIETHNIC NATION
A. In addition, the United Arab Emirates' English language publication The National criticized the "wrong" ruling, stating:
The word 'Allah' is never exclusive to Islam -indeed, both Christians and This reasoning, as the previous section demonstrates, has legal antecedents, and conforms to the ethno-nationalist ideology which has influenced a reading of history as favoring the ethnic-based nation rather than a plural nation based on equality of races, religions, and language.
The contestation arising form the 'Allah' case is part of a broader phenomenon in This conflicting logic of ethnic preferentialism versus equality is also reflected in 
B. Constructing the Boundaries between Malay and non-Malay
The 
